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SHORT METHOD WITH UNIVERSALISM 


In a short method of disposing of this momentous 


ques¬ 
tion, it will not be expedient, critically, to notice the words 

representing an endless duration, as found in their various 
connexions in the Bible, but simply to consider them as they 
stand connected with the divine promises and threatnings. 
There are understood to be two rules which have long been 
more or less popular in the interpretation of the words “ ever¬ 
lasting” and “forever” as joined with such promises and 
threatnings. Neither of them can be allowed as scriptural 
in the course now to betaken. The first of these rules 
considers such words as in all cases, figurative of a limited 
duration only, when joined with these threatnings. 
second allows their figurative sense, when joined with the 
promises and threatnings of the Old Testament. 


The 


Instead of directly assailing Universalism itself, in this 
treatise, it is designed to wield “the sword of the spirit” against 
the loose principle involved in the above rules of interpreting 
the words “ everlasting” and “forever” both of which are 
agreed in giving them a mere figurative sense, as they stand 
connected with the Old Testament promises . 

If this principle is utterly false, then its opposite is true, and 
these words are really and only literal 1, where the principle 
■ considers thzm figurative ; and, they must of course represent 
only an endless duration in this connexion, showing them to 
have the same meaning only, when joined with the divine 
threatnings generally; the eternity of both which, is always 
represented by the same words, in both connexions stan¬ 
ce with each other. This would com pletely 
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ture punishment of the wicked, without 


room for further 
Although the principle of making these words 
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figurative of a limited duration as above, is popular in the 
church and sustained by our most approved commentaries : 
it will now be considered and repelled, even as a dangerous 
heresy , and as the corner stone in the fabric of Universalism. 

In maintaining this position, it is proposed : 

I. To examine and answer the supposed most weighty 
arguments which are presented in support of the theory, 
that the words, “ Everlasting” and “Forever” are frequent¬ 
ly used with the divine promises, only as figures of a limited 
duration, and 


II. 


To adduce more direct proof that these solemn 


words, when joined with the divine promises and threatnings , 
too, are always literal and represent only a period which 
is positively “ eternal” or “endless” 

I. Opposite arguments are to be examined and answer¬ 


ed. 


1. The argument is presented that the word “endless” 
is no where in the Bible joined with the divine threatnings. 

This is brought as a [proof that the words “everlasting” 
and “forever” when so connected, cannot mean the same 
as the word “endless for if so, as the argument maintains, 
then the word “endless” itself, must have been also joined 
with the same threatninsrs. But why so 'l Are not the 


with the same threatnings. 


But why sol 


words “eternal” “everlasting ” “forever” and many others 
of a similar import, which are attached to those threatnings, 
sufficient to prove their “endless” duration, without the ad¬ 
dition of still more of the same meaning 1 Are not these 
words altogether as significant of a ceaseless duration as the 
word “endless 1” If the word “endless” had been frequently 
added to those threatnings and the word “everlasting” omit¬ 
ted, would not that circumstance have been a similar argu¬ 


ment against the “everlasting” duration of an 




endless” pe¬ 


riod 1 And further, had the word “endless,” been added, 
the others all retained, and as many more of similar import 
added, might not the argument in favor of their limited du¬ 
ration, remain still the same ; from the fact that the word 
interminable , or some other of the same meaning is no where 
joined with such threatnings, nor even in the Bible 1 Surely 
this opposing argument, is similar in spirit to that of Christ’s 
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5 


.crucifiers, in their demanding the 


further miracle only. 


of his coming “down from the cross” as necessary evidence 
for their belief in him as the Messiah. 

% It is brought as an argument against the uniform litera 1 
"fi/ernitv” of the wo.rd “everlasting ” that it is joined with 


ii 


eternity” of the wo.rd “everlasting” that 


the “priesthood” of “Aaron 


and maintained that in this 


connexion, it is evidently used only as a figure of a limited 
duration, long ago passed away. 

To be sure, the “priesthood” of Aaron and his sons is cal¬ 
led “an everlasting priesthood throughout their generations ” 

(Ex. 40: 15, Num. 25: 13.) But it is not now admitted that 
this holy priesthood was limited to Aaron and his literal 

%% tc _7 ..Ft... t -fKrvf ’nttCCfw} 


Aaron and his 


(t $ons” or “ 


seed aft 


or that it is already passed 


away in a limited duration. Though Christ was not a lit¬ 
eral descendant of Aaron the high priest, he is now certain¬ 
ly the “Great High Priest, that has passed into the heavens,” 
( Heb. 4 : 14,) and although in Christ as a “High Priest” 


there is a “change” in the “order” oi the 


“priest hoo d 


the 


of it surely 


Chi 




priest forever” in keeping i 
,ange” in “the priesthood 


keeping it up 


rhe 


a 


“change 


>7 


” in the rising of 


cessity ” of this 


Priest,” “not to be called after the order of Aaron? the Holy 


Ghost tells us, was the want of “perfection 


11 U 


by 


priesthood 


n 


(Heb. 7:11. 12.) Unto 


this 


u 


Levi- 

lasting 


priesthood” Christ was appointed 

JT. ^ i Tfc AT 1 1 


before Aaron, and 


from an ordei 


as Melchesidee, “bej 


JPorahcv, 


(John 8 : 58,) The order of this priesthood in Aaron 
e outward show, or shadow oi it till Christ’s incarna¬ 


tion, to show it more fully in himself, 
he came as foretold, (Ps. 110 : 4.) 


In the time appointed 


Priest fo 




order of Melchesidee 
faithful High Priest. 


11 


11 


of a better hop 
(Heb. 9: 11, 


(Heb. 7 : 19,) 


(Heb 5: 6. 7: 17. 21,) 1 
(Heb 2 : 17,) in “the brin 


er aft 
Then ; 


) he made his 


U 


or “the offering of” his “body once fi 


i of good things to come , 
)jfering,” (Heb. 10 : 14,) 


(Heb. 10: 10,) 


the cross, and is now “set on the light hand of the. throne 


of the Majesty in heaven 


11 


(Heb. 8:1,) where “he 


eth to make intercession for” his saints; (Heb. 7 : 25,) and 
thus now, “he hath an unchangeable priesthood.” (Heb. 7; 


(Heb 
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24,) Hence it is plain that the “priesthood ” while in the “or¬ 
der” of Aaron, which was to be “everlasting” is yet contin¬ 
ued in the “order” of Christ, the “* Melchesidec” to whom 
“Abraham paid tythes ” “our Lord” who “sprang out of Ju¬ 
dah” (Heb. 7 : 14,) and was not “after the order of Aaron.” 
“Our Lord” Christ, then is “he” the “Melchesidec” “of 
whom these things are spoken (Heb. 7 : 13, 14,) this being 
“the sum” of the whole, “ We have such a High Pries!, who 
is set on the right hand of the throne of the Majesty in the 
heavens , a minister of the sanctuary , and of the true taberna¬ 
cle, which the Lord pitched and not man.” (Heb. 8 : 1, 2,) 
This “priesthood” then must be as truly and literally an 
“everlasting priesthood” as “our Lord” Christ, is the “Priest 
forever with now “an unchangeable priesthood.” 


Again, all the saints, as the children of God, or spir 


seed of Christ, the 


of being made, themselves 


Great High Priest,” have the promise 

dves “kin ps and Dries ;S unto God- 


and pries 


unto 


(R 


“with 


i : 5, 6, 5 : 10,) of ruling 
s] with a rod of iron ” (R< 




the nations [of God 


5? 


Christ, “in” 


his 


a 


t,” (Rev, 2:26, 27.) of sitting 
throne” (Rev. 3 : 21,) and of 


“reigning with him on the earth ” (Rev. 5 : 10,) or in the 


heavens and new 
where they “shall 


65 : 17 


Rev. 21 : 2,) 


for ever and 


55 


(Re 


22 


: 5,) 


Here then, it may be seen, is a “priesthood,” of a “Great high 
Priest,” with all his spiritual sons, or seed after him, even as 




kingdom of Priests 


55 


(E 


19 : 6 


which is to exist 


without change “f 


55 




priesthood 


55 


This perfectly 


of which Aaron and his 


i that 
were 


typical, as God has said of such things in the law and the 

, _ U ~i- _ A'U ~ 4- s\ -w-t t*T rvwr\ C £ /v i\ ni rl A/l ji A'/ f I i*l Yl A' O f A /* Ad^ A ” (Col 


prophets, that thej 


hadoio o f things 


17.) 


then, this 


55 




literal, rather than 


mere figure of a momentary duration 


3. Another opposing argument is, that the word “everlas¬ 
ting” is unquestionably used in a figurative and limited sense 
only where we read of “the everlasting hills.” 


In answer to this, it may be said, that this small part of 
a sentence is usually quoted in the argument without ano¬ 
ther word of the connexion with it, as though without exam¬ 
ination, We are bound to admit that those “hills” are merely 
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literal, and that this word “everlasting,” is but a figure of a 
moment’s space of time comparatively. But the position. 


moment’s space of time comparatively. But the position, 
bold as it is, will now be met and repelled, rather than ad¬ 
mitted Let us then, at once reverse it, and say that this 
“everlasting ” is literal, and that these “hills” are figurative. 


The words are contained in Jacob’s dying address to the 
several tribes of his descendants, and are supposed to include 
even the present Israel of God. There he foretold them 
“that which” should “befal” them “in the last days,” (Gen. 


49: 1,) 


If these “days” are literally “the last days ” and 

i_ _ ^ r r • / _ ct /»i 5 _ - - ^ J 55 


if the Christian church “by faith” 


are “Abraham's seed. 


which the Holy Ghost hath said, (Gal. 3 : 7, 29,) and if 
the seed of Abraham and of Jacob, are one seed, then this 
prophecy of Jacob concerns all Israel, the church, or people 


of God, even to “the last days,” and “forever. 


His par¬ 


ticular words now in question, are contained in his blessing 
or promise foretold of “Joseph” as “a faithful bough by a 
icelL whose branches run over the wall, ” (Gen. 49 : 22,) In 
this prediction concerning Joseph and his spiritual seed, or 
spreading “branches” from him as a vine, Jacob tells him 
among other things, of “the blessings ” to be given him by 
“the Almighty God ” “the blessings of heaven above,” $*c. 
(Gen, 49: 25.) The next verse of Jacob’s blessing contains 

the miesfinnahle word “everlasting as follows :— “The 


the Almighty God” “the blessings of heaven above. 


the questionable word 


everlasting 


The 


blessings of thy father have prevailed above the blessings of 
my progenitors unto the utmost bounds of the everlasting hills,” 
(Gen. 49: 26.) 

Some of the reasons for maintaining that these “hills” 


are figurative of the “high and lofty” abodes, or “taberna¬ 
cles” of God ; and that this “everlasting” is literal, contrary 
to a long standing tradition of the fathers, will now be briefly 
given. 

(1.) The passage containing the expression, “the ever - 

•M .« V S* * ___il_ ___ J 


lasting hills, 


is apparently converted into nonsense by sup 


posing that these “hills” are literal, and to pass away with 
the earth. For if so, where, on the face of the earth, were 
their “utmost bounds” situated for the extension or limitation 
of Jacob’s worldly “blessings” to be inherited by his poster¬ 
ity % And in what sense did any “blessings” which Jacob 
ever inherited during the “hundred forty and seven years” 
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a 


ge” (Gen. 47 : 9, 28,) in the land of his> 

1 prevail” to those particular 




nativity, and in Egypt, ever 
«bounds ?” Or when did, or when will the worldly “bles~ 

of his literal seed ever thus extensively “ -prevail ?” 

(2) Its being said in the very next clause of the same 
sentence, that these “blessings*' “shall be on the head of 
Joseph and on” his “crown is considered as clear testimo¬ 
ny from God, that they are all to be inherited by “Joseph 
like a flock,” (Ps. 80, I.) or by all the Israel of God, as his 

(Ezek. 34: 31.) in the heavenly state,. 

one, a blessed “crown 
or “on their heads crowns 


55 


sings 

N . « l 








spiritual “flock 

where he has promised them every 

of righteousness” (2 Tim. 4 : 8,) 

of gold” (Rev. 4:4, see Rev. 2: 10, 3 r 11.) Such “hies 

sings” then and such “hills,” will be “everlasting” liter¬ 
ally , and no figure of a moment. 

(3) “The last days,” as already shewn connected with 
these 4 blesssings ” in the prophecy, are considered as proof 
that they belong to the heavenly state, and that they were 
not to be inherited bv all the true seed, or “flock” of “Joseph” 


i 


before the passing away of all the literal “last days” of the- 
world, then these “blessings” and “hills,” are together, and 
literally “everlasting. 




blessings” being called “the blessings of 
and “blessings of the deep,” seemingly 

or their exceeding greatness, 


• (4) • The 

heaven above 

shows their height and depth 

such as “eye hath not seen, nor ear heard, nor entered 
into the heart of man” being such only as are * 4 everlasting 
truly with the high “hills” unto which they “prevail 


U 
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(5) There are many parallel scriptures which show that 
these hills called “everlasting,” are themselves as high 
heaven, and of course, literally “everlasting ” Such are 
the following and others ,—“1 cried unto the lord with 'my 
voice and he heard me out of his holy hill,” (Ps. 3 : 4,) 

“Lord who shall abide in thy Tabernacle ? or [a house not 
- made with hands ,”J “ Who shall dwell in thy holy hill V 9 

(Ps. 15 : 1,) “Let them bring me unto thy holy hill, and to 
thy tabernacles,” (Ps. 43: 3.) “I will lift up my eyes to 
the hills whence cometh my help,” (Ps. 121:1.) Will not 
all admit that these “ tabernacles ” and “hills” of the Lord 

w • • • * 


as- 
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heavenly and literally “everlasting seeing that they 
“holy” that they are the abode of the Most High, 

‘ unto” which the saints in worship are to “lift up” their 

“whence cometh” their “help and-where they de- 

And are not “the utmost bounds of 
these “hills” the place unto which, “the blessings” of Jacob 
and his seed by faith, shall “prevail” rather than the Andes, 
Rocky Mountains, or other high places which are below the 
sun 'l Other passages represent the high and “everlasting 
bodes of heaven, by a “mountain” or “mountains” such as 
The mountain of the Lord's house [or household] 
shall be established in the top of the mountains” (Isa. 2 : 
“They shall not hurt nor destroy in all my holy mountain 
saith the Lord” (Isa. 65 : 25,) “And I looked , and lo / 
Lamb stood on the Mount Zion , and with him a hundred and 
forty and four thousand having his Father's name written in 
their foreheads ” (Rev. 14 : 1.) These and a multitude of 
parallel passages are surely abundant testimony from the 
Holy Spirit who wrote them, that the word “ everlasting , 

attached to such “hills?' and to “the blessings” which “pre 
vail” to their “utmost bounds,” does not figuratively denote 
a mere moment’s space of time, but rather that it does denote 

the literal “eternity" of the saints* “rest” in “the high 
mountain" “into” which they are to “get up,” (Isa. 40: 9,) 
or “en the Mount Zion,” where the heavenly hosts soon 
shall be seen by the universe, “harping with their harps, 
and singing the “neu> song” which none can ever sing but 
he redeemed from the earth,” (Rev. 14 : 2, 3,) 

(4.) A further common argument against the uniform 

eternity of the words “everlasting” and “forever,” is, that 
they are both joined with “the land” and 


are 


are 


“eyes 
sire to “abide V ’ 




55 
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a 


<c.f 


possession” of 

the divine promise to “Abraham” and his “seed,” and sup¬ 
posed to be fulfilled in a literal Canaan, and not literally 
everlasting 




c < 


The following are the passages of the promise ;—“And I 

will give unto thee , and to thy seed after thee—the land of 
Canaan , for an everlasting posset sion and I will be their God 
(Gen. 17 ; 8,). “And 1 will give this land to thy seed af¬ 
ter thee, for an everlasting possession,” (Gen. 48 : 4) “All 
this land that I have spoken of will I give unto your seed 
and they shall inherit it forever." (Ex. 32 : 13,) It jg 
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^granted that this “ Canaan” and “land” 

the real 


. „ . . a lype of 

. _ possession of the promises through Abraham ; 

but it is not granted as this argument seems to suppose, 
that the “po session” itself is a wordly portion for 

parative moment of time : It will now be maintained 

rather that the “possession” is “heavenly,” and literally 
everlasting not to be Milled either in a first or se 

cond go.ng into Palestine of the literal seed of Abraham 

but in the gift of an “everlasting” “Canaan" or “heavenly 
Jerusalem (Heb. 12 : 22,) “which is above,” (Gal. 4 : 
26 ;) t0 _ Abraham, and to all true believers, who 
Abraham s seed and heirs according to the promise 

be given ^ S ° me reaS0US for this will 


are 


u 


a com 


n 




77 




are 


a 


77 


now 


\X) Abraham, though living' in 

this “everlasting possession” was promised him 
though he “dwelled in the land of Canaan (G 

12,) during his remaining “pilgrimage,” with liberty to 

improve ,tw,th ins “flocks” where he chose, (Gen. 13: 8- 

12,) never inherited “it,” as he was to “inherit 

promised “possession” (Gen. 15:7,) Stephen the first 

Christian martyr, when filled with the Holy Ghost afllr- 

med that God “gave him none inheritmee in it, no not so 

much as to set his foot on.” (Acts 7 : S,) 

(2) It appears that Abraham himself, i 
his own promised 


a literal Canaan when 

and 
en. 13: 


77 


the 


looleing for 
to “inherit 

any thing short of the very 

Ghost, has 
city which hath foundations , 

GW.” (Heb. 11*:, 10,) 

great faith, and knowledge of his 

literal “Canaan , 




evcrlastin 


U 


„ . g possession, 

t ^thought that it was any thing sh^ 
city of God ; for the apostle by the Holy 

told us that “Ae looked for a city which hath 

whose Builder and Maker is Gnd” i 


77 


Had 


Abraham with his 

promise understood it as given for a literal “< 

of“ God ? ” " ° ‘ ht H ’ rathCT than for s «ch 


own 




“city 




a 


(3) “The seed” of Abraham, also having* tb 
of the same “everlasting possession, g 
tt forever,” 




promise 
who were to “inker- 

coming “into the ;land of Canaan, 


77 




77 
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[literally,] (Num. 34 : 2,) who actually, went 
Egypt, and with Joshua entered in there 

“it,” for themselves; neither did their posterity; having 
been long ago, rather scattered from it to the four winds 


out of 

• I 

never inherited 




(4) While 

safely ,” as promised, and as the saints will, i 
venly Jerusalem” “And ye shall dwell in the land in 
safety” (Lev. 25 : 18,) “Ye shall eat your bread to the - 
full, and dwell in the land safely” (Lev. 26 : 5,) They 

were rather continually beset with enemies while they 
dwelt there. 


in a literal Canaan, Israel never dwelt 

a hea- 


U 


U 


in 


(5) They were promised a “rest” (Ex. 33 : 14, Ueut. 

3 ; 20,) in the real “possession,” which they never enjoy¬ 
ed in a literal Canaan, being rather in conflict with ene¬ 
mies, within, and without, while there, as their history 
shows. 


(6) “If Jesus [Joshua] had given them rest , then would 
he not afterwards have spoken of another day.”'(Heb. 4 : 

8,) This is an argument of the Holy Ghost, and it is- 
conclusive. It shows, that if the going into 

naan with Joshua, had fulfilled the promise, then the 
same promise would not afterwards have been repeated 
though not fulfilled on going in there. Yet the 
promises were continued lobe made to Israel for 

and “rest,” as well after going in 

3, Jer. 6: 16, 30: 10,, Mi. 2: 10 


a literal Ca 


as 


same 
a “land. 


IV 


as before. (Isa. 14: 

Mat. 11: 28, 29,) 

(7.) “There remainetk therefore, a rest for the people 

of God.”—“Let us labor therefore , to enter into that rest . 

(Heb. 4: 9, 11,) This testimony of the Spirit also, is to 

the point. By it we are shown, that as the long promi¬ 
sed “la?id” of “rest 






5^ 


was not given 

with Joshua into a “literal Canaan 
been fulfilled in any similar event, we 




on< Israel’s 


going 

and. Iras not since 

may all, to the pre¬ 
sent day, be assured, that the very same promised “pos¬ 
session,” or “rest” yet remains “for the people of God, 
or for true believers, and that it will be for each one li 

ving to the end of the world, “an everlasting possession 


r 
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literally ; as first promised ‘‘to Abraham and his seed. 
(Gal. 3: 16,) It will be remembered here, that the unbe¬ 
lieving Jews , were not “Abraham's seed” as they boasted 
that they were; but were rather as Christ directly told 

them, “of” their “father the devil,” (John 8: 44.) But 
those, and only those are “Abraham's seed” who haye 
faith in Christ, as saith the spirit :—“They which are of 
faith, the same are the children of Abraham”—“If ye be 
Christ's , then are ye Abraham's seed , and heirs according 
to the promise,” (Gal. 3: 7, 29,) i.e. of the “everlasting 
possession. 


ri 


55 


(8. The spirit of God by the same pen, continues his 
argument in favor of the “everlasting possession” rather 
than a limited one for Abraham and his seed, in saying of 
the true saints, as an “innumerable” “multitude 


55 


66 


as 


the sand which is by the sea 


the stars of the shy,” and as 
shore” springing from Abraham, that they “all died in 
the faith, not having [previously] received the promises 
but having seen them afar off, and were persuaded of them 
and embraced them, and confessed that they were pilgrims 
and strangers on the earth 

did they not as entitled to these promises by “faith, 
ceive them, oi 

“died, 

who lived and died in a literal “Canaan 


66 


r 




(Heb. 11: 12, 13,) Wh^y 




5 > 


re 


the “possession” promised, before they 
in a worldly “possession,” and especially those 

ifindeed, such 

were the promise ? The instruction is plain;. those promi 
ses zrenot for a literal “Ca?iaan but for a “possession,” 
which is “everlasting” literally, and which could not of 
course, be “ received” in the present short life in “carnal 
things Neither can they be received while here, in spirit - 
tied blessings, or attainments of any kind, because they be 
long only to eternity, and can be received only on leaving 
the mere “pilgrimage” and “tribulation” o {this world, to 
enter into “a better country that is an heavenly” (Acts 14: 
22, Heb. 11: 16,) Yet here, the saints should embrace 
these “promises,” though at present, they may seem “afar 

And here, they should also receive, the fulness of 
the Holy Ghost, and thus joyfully “press” onward to the 


55 


55 


off 


55 
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(Phil. 3: 14.) 


33 


“ever las tin 


« 


ynze 






To make this important and disputed point still more 

the inspired penman proceeds to speak particularly 


pi ai n 

of the faith o t' Abraham, Isaac, Jacoby Moses ; and a host 
of others living after the entering into a literal Canaan 
who “through faith” endured the greatest imaginable tri 
Is and sufferings in the flesh, even to being “ sawn asun 
dev,” instead of enjoying their promised “possession” of 
rest” here ; and says:— “These all having obtained a 

<•ood report through faith , [having been faithful saints,] 

received not the promise ; God having provided some 
ter thing for us, that they [on earth,] without us, should 

not be made perfect,” (Heb. 11: 39,40,) i. e. God has 

provided a “heavenly” “everlasting possession” “for 
all, who have faith like theirs, which is even infinitely a 
“better thing” than to have “received the promise” in this 
world. Let us not say then, as some have, that God has 
“provided some better \hing for “US,” than for those faith¬ 
ful, martyr-like, and ehduring saints, “of whom the world 

was not worthy>” (Heb. 11 : 38,) Sure, “God is no” .suck 

respecter of persons” as to give the “better thing” to 
grovelling and unstable mortals like “US, 5 ’ of the present 
fallen age, if indeed supposed to be a “respecter of per¬ 
sons” at all, and to engross his people with promises of 
things to be enjoyed only in a momentary and sufferin 
dispensation. 


3 




o 


(A 


CC 


o 


to 


bet 
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(9.) The perfect harmony of all the Old and New 

Testament promises of an “everlasting possession,” for 
the faithful, is proof that the word “everlasting” here, is 
only literal, and represents the positive “eternity” of the 
“ possession 5 ; promised. Let us next, briefly compare, and 
see the harmony of some of the “everlasting” things or 
“blessings” of the “possession 

O JL # 

venly country ,” Heb. 11: 16,] which thou seest [by faith] 
. to thee will I give it and to thy seed forever (Gen. 33: 
15,) “All this land that 1 have spoken of, will I give un¬ 
to your seed, and they shall inherit it forever.” (Ex. 32 : 

And thou mayesi prolong thy days upon the earth 


For all the land, \“hea 
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[new earth , Isa. 65 : 17, 18 ,J which the Lord thy God giv~ 
efk thee forever.” (Dent. 4 : 40,) “ The Lord knoweth.th& 

of tho upright , and their inheritance shall he for- 
(Ps. 37: 18,) “They are preserved forever (Ps.. 

The righteous shall inherit the Land[“new 
heaven and anew earth f 2 Pet. 3 13J “and dwell therein 
forever (Ps.. 37: 29,) “Thy people shall he all rig hie~ 

< . _ *» ^ r i JP 


\ avs 


» 


ever 




37: 28,) 


u 


ovs 


V 


l 


'IS 








60:21 


see Rev. 21: 1,) “And I will give this 

land,, [“heavenly Jerusalem,”], to thy seed after thee , for 


ever. 


5 


art everlasting possession? (Gen. 17: 8, 48: 4,) 

yourselves friends—that they may receive you 
into everlasting habitations.” [“mansions” above, John 

14: 2] (Luke 16 : 9,) “And many of them that sleep in the 
dustoj the. earth, shall awake, some to everlasting life 
fyc.” (Dan. 12 : 2,) “And shall inherit everlasting life 
(Mat. 19 : 29.) “But he that sowetk to the spirit, shall of 
the spirit, reap life everlasting.” )(GaL 6 : 8,)' “And 

we [the saints,] shall reign on the [npio ] earth.” (Rev. 5 : 
10,) “And they shall reign forever and ever.” (Rev. 
22 : 5,) “But the righteous [“shallgo”’] into life eternal 
(Mat. 25 : 46,) ; “Be shall receive—iri the world to come 
eternal life.” (Mark 10: 80.) 

Can any thing'be plainer from scripture, than that these 

several Old and New Testament promises to God’s people 
through faith, are all for the same glorious final inheritance, 
and that the several terms by which its eternity is expressed, 
are in perfect harmony with each other, and that they are of 
course, in every case exclusively literal % 

We are to adduce other more direct proof that the 
words— “everlasting” and “forever,” when joined with the 
divine promises and threatnings too, are always literal, and 

represent only a period which is literally “eternal” of 


a 1 


/I,- 


ft 












P* 


/ 


ii. 




<f endless 


1 The original Hebrew terms, representing the words 
“eternal,” “everlasting ” and “forever,” as they stand in En¬ 
glish, (as acknowledged by our best authorities,) are pre¬ 
cisely the same, when used in the connexion of “everlasting 
priesthood,” “everlasting hills,” “everlasting possession,” 

“inheritance forever,” §c. as when used in the connexion* 
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<r- 


*o'ttrie “everlasting God” “eternal God” his “throne for 
‘•ever and ever” fyc. So the original Greek words of the 
New Testament for “eternal ” everlasting” and “forever, 
are allowed to be the same in all cases, joined with the threat- 
nings, as well as with the promises of God. The contraij 

popular rule of giving to these awfully solemn words a dura¬ 
tion equal to the duration of the object with which they 


29 


are 


limited sense, where we saj the object of this connexion 
“evidently” not endless, must not be applied here, because 
it is arbitrary in presumptuously setting up our own judge¬ 
ment above the positive, unqualified declaration of the Al¬ 
mighty : i. e. this rule would authorise us to prejudge the 
question, and to say when we please of the promises and 
threatnings annexed to these words, that they are not really 
“everlasting”, and “forever” when the Lord himself express- 

; and says it too, without any quali- 

or authority anywhere else in his 
word, for giving this infinitely different meaning to things 

which he represents as being “eternal ” “everlasting ” “for 
■ever” &c. 




is 




ly says that they are so 
fication in the connexioh 


2. It would reproach the Almighty 
solemn things without 
joining the words “everlasting 
ises to the faithful 


as saying great and 
meaning them, to represent him as 

and “forever” with his prom- 
as though expressly calling the blessings 
promised infinite and eternal, while rather meaning hyphen), 

only those which are comparativly trifling and momentary, 
and most abundantly possessed by others without faith. 

•3. To say that the Lord uses these words figuratively 
:t© denote a mere moment’s space of time, reproachfully rep¬ 
resents him as trifling with the awful realities of the future 

state , and as profaning eternity itself, i 

a moment. 






m making it the type of 


1 


The precedent long adopted by 
sing the words “ 


4 


many, of spiritucili 

everlasting” and “forever,” or of makin 
them mere figures of these fleeting moments; directly au¬ 
thorizes the perversion of all the solemnities of the spiritual 
and eternal state, found in the Bible; for if the Lord sets the 
example, or adopts the precedent of using “eternity” itself, 

a figure of time, why not from the same rule, understand 
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the various other realities of the judgement, and future state, 

also figurative of the events of time ^ 

5. The above example, or 

eternal life” of saints and “everlasting punishment 

of sinners, especially in the Old Testament, as matters of 
this world only ; and thus at once, destroys the spirituality 
of the whole book, and the power of its high and. holy 
tives to awake, convert, and save lost men. This is con 
trary to the Spirit’s interpretation of his own words by the 

' , in saying,-— “We. know that the Law , [word of God 

then written,] is spiritual (Rom. 7 : 14,) “Ihe word of 

God is quick and powerful , and sharper than any two edged 
swordd' (Heb 4 : 12,) So says Christ,—“// they hear not 
Moses and the prophets, [Old Testament writings,] neither 
will they be persuaded , though one rose from the dead: 7 

Luke 16 : 31,) This is as much as jto say, that the power, 

or motives of the Old Testament to {awake and convert, is 

e dead: 7 And what 


as 


rule carried out, naturally ex 




a 


. * 


mo 


a 




at least, equal to witnesses “from 

has produced the present very 
that the Old Testament is nearly, if not wholly. 

subject of a future state, of the final “everlastin 

of “heaven 77 and of the “eternal damnation 77 “of hell , 
if this principle carried out, of spiritualizing eternity itself 
into time, has not done it ? And what, but this precedent, 
has produced the present too general treatment of the Old 
Testament as a dead letter, and as destitute of the spiritual¬ 
ity attd-iawakening power, which are allowed to be contained 

in the New Testament. 

6 This rule of spiritualizing “everlasting 77 things, or ma¬ 
king them to prefigure the things of time and sense, always 
naturally strengthens “the hands of evil doers, 77 in saying to 
them “peace, peace , ivhen there is no peace, 77 |(Jer. 6 : 
and makes “the heart of the righteous sad 77 
This is directly the reverse of the spirit and command oi 
the Old Testament to —'“Say ye to the righteous, that it 
shall be well with him, 77 —“Woe to the wicked, it shall be ill 

(Isa. 3: 10, 11,) The principle effects this 

mischief of perverting “the right ways of the Lord in its 
converting the great mass of the glorious and “everlasting 

found in the Old Testament, into 






general prevailing supposition 

t on the 

m • • 

blessed- 


y> 


or 


b 




ness 




(Ezek. 13: 22,) 
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promised “blessings 





m 
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mere things of the moment. These blessed promises truly 
expounded, and embraced by the spiritually minded, natu¬ 
rally strengthen their hands, and encourage their hearts, 
while “ strangers and pilgrims on the earth” passing “through 
much tribulation ,” to “enter into t he kingdom of God.” jfut 
in con veiling the saints’ “everlasting possession” into momen¬ 
tary things, rather makes them “s ad” in its wresting from 
them their “holy” things, to give them “unto dogs ” and 
their “pearls ” to “cast” them “before swine. 
rule of limiting the words “everlasting” and 
a vail over the penal 
are as literally “everlasting 
mg them from the sight of the wicked, 

in their hearts, “peace and safety , 




The 


same 


I • 


forever casts 

curses” of the Old Testament, which 

” as its blessed promises, thus hid- 

causing them to say 

nd to strengthen them¬ 
selves in unbelief. And what could have operated 

naturally than this precedent, to brin 

“sad” and dreadfully depressed state 

Christendom ? 




a 


cc 






Cir 


more 

about the present 
of vital godliness in 
or the i grevious departure of primitive 
Christianity from the church ? And what else could have 
more naturally strengthened “(he hands of evil doers” 
the present day, against the influence of God 
Spirit, and their exaltation as with “the man of sin, 
all that is ccdlcd God or that is worshippedV* 


cr 


b 


as at 
s word and 

t 

above 


y 


yy 


u 


Paul’s declaration that he had continued 


•7. 


saying 

none other things than ihose which the. prophets and Moses 
did say should come ( Acts 26 : 22,) is further proof from 
God, of the literal eternity of the “everlasiin 
or “possession,” promised in the Old Testament, 

of “the prophets and Moses 
in his own 


CC 


blessings, 

or writings: 
This declaration was made 

defence, when arraigned before “King Agrippa 
on the charge of heresy. He had indeed continued “preach 
ing the kingdom of God” (Acts 20.25, 28: 31,) the 
mg of the “Lord himself” the Great King, “with his migh¬ 
ty angels in flaming fire; (1 Thes. 4 : 16, 2 Thes. 1 : % 8,) 
The “Life everlasting,” (Rom. 6 : 22, Gal. 6 : 8,) for the 
saints, and the “everlasting destruction from the presence of 
the Lord” for the wicked (2 Thes. 1:9,) He had also 
dwelt largely on the doctrine of the “resurrection,” and 
other scenes of the final judgement. (1 Cor. 15 : 12-—58* 

Acts 17: 31, 32, Rom. 14: 9, 10.) It appears from. hi& 
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writings and the history of him, that he was continually 
preaching* these rousing'doctrines from the time of* his con- 
vesion till his “departure so as to be imprisoned, scourged 


stoned and 


do ion” 


charged 


with 


And yet it was for 


w 

U 


than” he had found in the Old Testament. 


turning “the world upside 
saying none other things 


While then, 


he uses the word “everlasting” only in its literal sense, from 
the example of the Bible then extant, he virtually says, that 
this word and others of similar import, are always used in 
the Old Testament, only in the same literal sense, in show¬ 
ing the “eternal” duration of future rewards and punishments. 

• 0 

S. Our Saviour's example in using the words “everlast¬ 
ing” and “forever” always in a literal sense only, in his 
having come to “establish” “the law,” (Mat 5: 17, 18,) 
is testimony from him, that the same words joined to the 
rewards and punishments revealed j in the Old Testament, 
are always as literal as he made them. It is not admitted 




are 


is as literal as he made them. 


however by all, that Christ uses thj;se words only in their 
literal sense, because some affirm tpatthe “everlasting fire,” 


everlasting punishment. 


5? 


lent” with which he threatens 
at his corning are not “endless.” 
d persons have said that Christ 


in 


and “everlasting punishment,” with which he threatens 
those on his “left hand” at his corning are not “endless.” 
(Mat. 25 : 41, 46,) Such persons have said that Christ 
has himself taught their limited duration, by saying in the 
.same connexion, “This generation shall not pass, till all 
these things be fulfilled. (Mat. 24: 34,) This opposite 
argument supposes the word “generation” here, to mean 
only that age; and that of course, Christ’s threatened pun- 


.same connexion 


the 

all 


ishment at his coming, was inflicted in that age 


on the 


Jews, in the destruction of Jerusalem their city, forty years 


after. 


But it is not now granted, that the word 


CC 


genera - 


tion” in the passage, means that age, while it is maintained 
rather, that it means a race, a lineage or genealogy. Our 


dictionaries give the word this 


meaning 


among others. 


Christ but an apparent very short time before, and in the 

hearing of the same disciples, ar<d on the same subject of 
his “ coming ” in “the name of the Lord,” (Mat. 23 : 39,) 
had threatened his enemies, calling them “serpents,” and 
a generation of viners.” with “the, damnation of hell.” 


generation of vipers ,” with “the damnation of hell . 




(Mat. 23: 33. 


Here he certainly uses the word “ gener - 


ation” not for an age, but for a genealogy, which included 
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murderers of all the ma 


u 


upon the earth 


from 


first to last, “from the blood of Abel to the blood of Zach 


arias” fyc. (Mat. 23 : 35,) And would it not be unnat¬ 
ural for Christ to use the same word, on the same subject 
of his “ corning ” at “the end of the world ,’ (Mat. 24 : o,) 


And 


Id it not be 


id in two senses infi 


nposite 


Be 


is admitted by our 


pponents 


that the destruction of Jerusalem was as late as forty years 
after Christ’s day ; while an “age” is also admitted to be 
from 30 to 33 years, making that event then, from 7 • to 
10 years too late to be considered as fulfilled in that age. 
Farther, the history which is brought in proof that those 
solemn prophecies of Christ, were fulfilled in the destruc¬ 
tion of Jerusalem in tiiat age, states no such fulfilment, 

but states simply the destruction of the city, with certain 


such fulfil 


th certain 


the 


fui proceeding appearances, but not answering 


to 


pn 


ee Josepl 


d others on th 


Should it be still affirmed that these things 


must have come to p 


that age, because 


on 


another occasion said that some then 

should “not taste of death till” seeing “ 


u 


s t an 


5? 


th 


ing in his kingdom 




(Mat. 16 : 28 


may 


if man 
be re 


plied 


the 


shows that the prophecy 


fu I 


filled 


u 


days oflerf when “Peter, James and John 

r ” —here Ch^ 1 "* 


u 


$ 




& 


the “high 


Peter himself has thus explained 


after having seen 


mount 




o- seen “h 

Pet. 2 : 16 


[Christ’s] 


if 


Majesty 


\\ 


the holy 
do with 


destruction of Jerus 


since it was fulfilled forty 


years before, as inspiration 


More than this, the same word 


U 


generation 

o 


ty other instances, in the 


N 


’ is found. 
Testament 


in each of which, the connexion 


understood fairly 


T 


a 


ting it as a genealogy, rather than 

_ 7* _ _J iCritA^rt'V) ^ 1 K £> r 


if vipers 


•p e n ts 


then 


not 


yet passed away, and will not bt 
ii: ~ the clouds of heaven” fMnt. 


lot be, till Christ shall come 

(Mat. 24: 30, 31,) when every 


xH * ■ 


of 


ng 


i* ... 




U pass 
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S«^e. e ” WUh ‘ he “ dttmnation °f hel1 ’” w hich they cannot 

3 Cl ° si " S fS‘ ,raent a S a ' llst this precedent of 

assigned, that it lays the corner stone, and erects the 
principal pillar in the fabric of Vniversalism, or doctrine 
of no future endless punishment. For when once admit- 

he OM-rf t0 th ' S P receden ’> ,l,at ‘he saints’ promises in 
inherited and dwelt in “forever,” fr. were only fora por- 

lon in the present worid, how perfectly natural and fair 

i is by the same rule, for the advocates of that doctrine 
o interpret all the penal and long enduring “curses” of 
the same connexion, as belonging to this life also. And 

;r - thus far applied and with the apparent 

lionsof “AiWs and the prophets,’[how entirely rational 
.tis, to conclude, that the Mew testament, which is a 
transcript or pharaphrase of the Old, must also be under- 
oa to use the same words “everlasting” and “forever” 
!? the same figurative sense, denoting but a limited dura¬ 
tion, And then ofconrse, in the more full application of 
e same rule, in the same way, why should not the Uni- 
"versa list conclude that the “everlasting fire” and “ever¬ 
lasting punishment” of the wicked, threatened in the New 

be as limited as tIie busings and curses 
or the Old iestament have been so generally allowed to 

e. And why should he not fairly consider, from the 

same rule which is by others so fully applied to those scrip- 

tures that the following awful realities foretold in the 

ew J e 0 tament, are only figurative as to duration, and of 

such S as haVe n ° thing t0d ° with “adless” “■punishment?” 

“Cast into hell, into the fire that never shall he quenched : 
where their wormdieth not and their fire, is not quenched 
< lark 9 : 43—48,) “Unquenchable fire” (Mat. 3 : 12, 

J.uke 3 : 17,) “Everlasting destruction,” (2 Thes. 1 : 9 ,) 


WITH UNIVERSAL ISM. 21 

“Hath never forgiveness, hut is in danger of eternal dam¬ 
nation” (Mark 3 : 29,) “ Suffering the vengeance of eter¬ 
nal fire.” (Jude. 7 verse.) “And the smoke of tkeir torment 
ascendeth up forever and ever ” ( Rev. 14: 11,) “And her 
smoke rose up forever and ever” (Rev. 19 : 3,) “ Cast into 
the lake office and brimstone—tormented day and night 
[perpetually] forever and ever ” (Rev. 20 : 10.) 

And when we consider the infinitude of God’s love towards 
man, the workmanship of his power, “fearfully and wonder¬ 
fully made,” why should not all of us naturally conclude, in 
carrying out this principle of limiting the duration of these 
declared interminable periods, that there is even great¬ 
er reason for understanding them all, as limited in this in¬ 
stance and elsewhere when joined with the threalenings, than 
with the promises Such an argument would be strengthened 
by the consideration that God “is not willing that any should 
perish , but that all should come to repentance,” (2 Pet. 3 : 
9,) and even would “ Jiave all men to be saved and to come 
to the kno wledge of tty truth ?” (1 Tim. 2:4.) 

These things being so, is it not a positive, though melan¬ 
choly fact that the device of Universalism, flattering, de¬ 
ceit! id and even “damnable” as it is, has been built and yet 
stands firmly on this corner stone, of spiritualizing away the 
“eternity” of the words “everlasting” and “forever,” when 
joined with the Old Testament promises ? Or how could 
that doctrine ever have arisen and stood as it has in a Chris¬ 
tian community, except through the adoption of this prece¬ 
dent by the acknowleged witnesses of Christ, and the natu¬ 
ral more full carrying of it out by others l Or how could it 
stand now, except as it does, on this basis 1 For let this 
be taken away and let the acknowledged expositors of the 
Bible at once agree in expounding the “ everlasting” “bles¬ 
sings” in the Old Testament, as being in all cases literally 
“everlasting then what other so important a precedent of 
the church could be adopted and carried out in support of 
that doctrine. And then how could its advocates trium¬ 
phantly and so fairly quote the popular expositions of the 
“orthodox” as they can, and do now, in their favor l And 
how would that doctrine he left at once unshielded, and fall 
before the “powerful” and “quick” “two edged sword” of 
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the word of God ” should that sword be thus skilfully hand¬ 
led ] But with this precedent retained as it has been 


among us, of making everlasting” things secular, and “eter- 
niiy itself a mere figure of time, how can we successfully, or 
consistently assail the superstructure, built by our own hands 

^ m i 4 I i I —- » 4 9 a « arv 


• r 

traditions ? 


and yet shielded from 


attacks, by 


own 


It may be said that this is making coiicwstons/ffvorofc/c 


Universalism; and 


hould 


advocates of 


that doctrine seize upon the remarks as though 
their favor; for thus are they doing with insp: 


ghtity 


in 


But 


no such 


with inspiration itself, 
clearly proving rather, 


that the doctrine so called, most surely beloo 


denominated by the Holy Ghost 

* t ) * _ i. *.. __ * / J D /\ 4* i ■{■ wi /* / 


damnable 


d 


doctrines of devils 
irer others may co 


Yet it must be acknowledged, how 


meaning that here!of 


have made just such concessions m 
which do most naturally favor and 


we 


admitting principl 


hold that heresy 


in 


acknowled 


fault we can 


stently recal 


those concessions and never again concede that the “ever¬ 
lasting” duration of the Old r l estament-promised blessings, 

is frequently but the mere tj r pe of a nioment. 

Will not then, all classes holding any part of these now 

. . <. v* • x* ___ CC 


pudiated principles of interpreting :he words 

f'l £ C /kM ^ ? \ "P 1 VI rlliT +Vvru-/-vno*V>W and fair 


mg 


and “ft 


kindly, thoroughly, and fairly reconsider 


this momentous question 


For surely 


the eternal 


all of innumerable multitudes is hanging directly on the 
manner of its decision.—From some cause it is certain that 
while this precedent has been followed out in the expositions 
of the law and the prophets, the church has fallen asleep as 


her spirituality—renounced her “fi 


and dep 


ted from “the faith which was once delivered unto the 
saints” while iniquity most terribly “ abounds” and “the tri - 


iphing of the wicked 


q making “void 
greater height. 


And 


gle precedent of the “witnesses 


■ 

could more 


of God” 
hat other 

C 

naturally 


and effectually have done 


And should there be a gene 


and hearty putting of it away, in faithfully teaching 


the 


literal “eternity” of the divine premises and threat rungs from 


first to last; Which are 


xed 


words ever 
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rd forever, it is not easy to conceive what 


0 ® • ' a • 

change of 


any pai 


the church would more readily 


and effectually prepare the way of the Lord, in the general 


outpouring of the spirit, and fly 

* h p o t ni A .O /f/M Cl Zv Ai ^ - i / 


of the “angel” through 


mv midst of heaven, having the everlasting gospel to preach 
unto them that dwell on the earth, and to every nation, and 

kindred, and longue, and people, saying with a loud voice, 


f 


God and give glory to him, ft 


ment is corned 


Now indeed, is “the time 


the hour of his jud 


us to 


and doing our part as commanded in this sr 




e up 
“Tin 


f” this “judgement” is rushing on, and the signs of 


the times proclaim 


last day 


For ourselves as individuals, 
while the nronbecies of “the 




that it “is dt hand,” while the prophecies of “the 
c - fulfilling—J-the astonishing approaching maturity 

o human inventions,” and improvements—-the convulsive 


ishing approaching maturity 


movements in the p 
speedy and mighty e 
ded “fearful sights c 


and moral world, threatening 
n ; together with long disregar 


eu j eurj ui sigms am gre at signs 

nd fire and pillars o\ smoke,” ( 


-fi 


“Blood, 


Acts 2 : 19,) all conspire in forcin 


(Luke 21:11, Joel 2 : 30 


upon our minds the 


which is now quite generally acknowledged 


that 


a TREMENDOUS REVOLUTION 


cc 


hand. 


kind 


5 y 


And what other mighty revolution in all the 


earth, foretold in scripture, can we look for 


hand” an¬ 


swering to all i 
Christ “ himself] 


these signs 

* 5>-1 Y* 


perfectly, as the 


and his kingdom to judgement ? 


Serious Reader:— 

In view of these approaching infinite realities, it is no 
time to slumber—no time to induigein idle speculations, nor 
to contend for our own oil others preconceived opinions con¬ 
cerning them, or concerning the words representing tbeir 

“eternal” duration. Be entreated rather, daily and deep* 
ly to study the holy scriptures, by faith,—by the indwelling 
of the spirit of God, and by earnest unceasing prayer, to 
know, and feel , and then do according to the requirements 
and “wondrous things” therein contained ; and shun as 
thou wouldest the way to the pit. the practice believed to be 
now common, even with multitudes professing godliness 
m spending at the best, less than one tenth part of the time 
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is the accepted time to be fully prepared to meet thy God 
Soon it will be too late. The Bridegroom will have come 

1 the door of mercy and hope will be finally closed against 

suaded then, more than 
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before, whatever be thy hope or religious profession,^ to 

loiv immediately , and with all 
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watching continually for the event, in full expectation of 
the “crown of righteousness which the herd the right 
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